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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 33, 38, 39, 43, 44, 51, 52, and 56 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) 
as being anticipated by Gelinotte (US PGPub 2004/0229682). 

In reference to claims 33 and 51, Gelinotte discloses: A gaming table and a 
method of using a gaming table for use with electronic memory microchip gaming chips, 
comprising: a tabletop including a gaming chip storage area and at least one gaming 
chip testing area (pg 1, par 10); at least one test station including a communication unit 
adapted to exchange information with a memory of a gaming chip in said gaming chip 
testing area by an antenna device disposed at least one of on and in said tabletop, the 
communication unit being associated with a processing unit for processing information 
contained in said memory (pg 2, par 15-16); and at least one display device for 
displaying an output message obtained from the processing unit and based at least in 
part on information contained in said memory, said display device including a screen at 
least one of on and in said tabletop, wherein the display device is physically separate 
from a casing of said test station and the gaming chip testing area and the screen of the 



Application/Control Number: 10/590,150 Page 3 

Art Unit: 3714 

display device are close together, beside said storage area and in reach and in view of 
an operator of the table (pg 4, par 61 ). 

In reference to claims 38 and 52, Gelinotte discloses: wherein the communication 
unit is one of wholly or partially under the tabletop of the gaming table and said test 
station also incorporates in its casing the processing unit which has an output 
connected to the display device (pg 2, par 31). 

In reference to claim 39, Gelinotte discloses: wherein the chip storage area is a 
chip rack (pg 1, par 6). 

In reference to claims 43, 44 and 56, Gelinotte discloses: on the tabletop of the 
gaming table, other areas for one of a) electronically reading or b) electronically reading 
and writing gaming chips associated with antennas having appropriate multiplex 
connections to the test station and via said test station to the screen of the display 
device (pg 2, par 33). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 34, 35, 40 and 53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Gelinotte (US PGPub 2004/0229682). 
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In reference to claim 34, Gelinotte discloses all the elements of this claim except 
that the display screens are flush mounted with the tabletop. However, it is well known 
in the art to mount the display screens flat with respect to the tabletop of the playing 
surface. 

In reference to claim 35, Gelinotte discloses all the elements of this claim except 
that the tabletop has a rectangular or pseudo-rectangular shape. Gelinotte discloses a 
table that comprises a proximal operator side and a distal customer side (see Figure 
2a). It is a matter of design choice to make the tabletop rectangular or pseudo- 
rectangular and contains no criticality to the operation of the tabletop. 

In reference to claims 40 and 53, Gelinotte discloses all the elements of this 
claim except that the testing area is located beside a tip box. It is well known in the art 
that an area of a gaming table top is reserved for tipping the dealer or game operator. 
5. Claims 36, 37, 41, 42, 45-50, 54, 55, 57-59 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Gelinotte (US PGPub 2004/0229682) and further in 
view of French (US 5,735,742). 

In reference to claim 36, Gelinotte discloses all the elements of this claim except 
that the testing area and display screen are on opposite sides of the storage area. 
French teaches placing the testing area and display on opposite sides of the chip 
storage area (see Figure 3). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to combine the teachings of Gelinotte and French to yield a logical table 
design that is attractive to a player thereby increasing the appeal of the game. 
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In reference to claim 37, Gelinotte discloses all the elements of this claim except 
wherein the screen of the display device has a single display line parallel to the proximal 
operator side of the tabletop. French discloses a plurality of bet displays associated 
with each player in proximity of the operator (col 6, In 45-49 and see Figure 3). 

In reference to claims 41, 42, 54, 55 and 59, Gelinotte discloses all the elements 
of these claims except wherein two gaming chip testing areas are disposed laterally on 
either side of the chip rack and are combined with one of, a screen that is centrally 
located with respect to the chip rack, or with two lateral screens. French teaches that 
the testing area is on either side of the chip rack and a screen is centrally located and 
that the screen is located immediately in front of the chip rack on the customer side (see 
Figure 3). 

In reference to claim 45, Gelinotte discloses all the elements of this claim. 
Gelinotte discloses using the tabletop in association with gaming, change or cash tables 
(pg 6, par 93). French further teaches using the gaming table as a blackjack table (col 
6, In 22-23). 

In reference to claim 46, Gelinotte discloses: A gaming table for use with 
electronic memory microchip gaming chips, comprising: a tabletop including a gaming 
chip storage area and at least one gaming chip testing area (pg 1, par 10); at least one 
test station including a communication unit adapted to exchange information with a 
memory of a gaming chip in said gaming chip testing area by an antenna device 
disposed at least one of on and in said tabletop, the communication unit being 
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associated with a processing unit for processing information contained in said memory 
(pg 2, par 15-16); 

at least one display device for displaying an output message obtained from the 
processing unit and based at least in part on information contained in said memory, 
said display device including a screen at least one of on and in said tabletop (pg 4, par 
61 ); and on the tabletop of the gaming table, other areas for one of a) electronically 
reading or b) electronically reading and writing gaming chips associated with antennas 
having appropriate multiplex connections to the test station and via said test station to 
the screen of the display device (pg 2, par 33), wherein the display device is physically 
separate from a casing of said test station and the gaming chip testing area and the 
screen of the display device are close together, beside said storage area and in reach 
and in view of an operator of the table (pg 4, par 61 ); and the communication unit is one 
of wholly or partially under the tabletop of the gaming table and said test station also 
incorporates in its casing the processing unit which has an output connected to the 
display device (pg 2, par 31 ). 

French teaches the gaming chip testing area and the screen of the display device 
are substantially on respective opposite sides of a substantially distal comer of the 
storage area (see Figure 3); the screen of the display device has a single display line 
parallel to the proximal operator side of the tabletop (col 6, In 45-49 and Figure 3); 
two gaming chip testing areas are disposed laterally on either side of the chip rack and 
are combined with one of, a screen that is centrally located with respect to the chip rack, 
or with two lateral screens ; and said one of the screen or two lateral screens is/are 
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placed immediately in front of the chip rack on a customer side of the gaming table (see 
Figure 3). 

Both Gelinotte and French are silent with respect to flush mounting the screen 
with the tabletop and the tabletop having a rectangular or pseudo-rectangular shape. It 
is notoriously well known in the art to mount the screen flush with the tabletop. It is also 
a matter of design choice to make the tabletop rectangular as it carries no criticality to 
the function of the tabletop. 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to combine the teachings of Gelinotte and French to yield a gaming 
system that uses microchip gaming chips as surveillance means to make a more secure 
gaming environment. 

In reference to claim 47, Gelinotte disclose all the elements of this claim. French 
further teaches a camera coupled to the electronic system for monitoring (col 6, In 1 1- 
12). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to combine the teachings of Gelinotte and French to yield a gaming 
room surveillance system. 

In reference to claims 48 and 49, Gelinotte and French disclose all the elements 
of these claims. French further teaches the camera is monitored by security personnel 
over a network (col 9, In 50-53). 

In reference to claim 50, see above discussion of claims 41 , 42, 54, 55 and 59. 

In reference to claim 57, see above discussion of claim 47. 
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In reference to claim 58, see above discussion of claim 49. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Marcus D. Jones whose telephone number is (571)270- 
3773. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9-5 EST, Alternate Fridays off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Xuan M. Thai can be reached on 571-272-7147. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Marcus D. Jones/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 3714 



